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importance, which has not been long known
to the profession, we must refrain from mak-
ing any further extracts, having already ex-
ceeded the limits we had allotted to a con-
sideration of this work.
A TRIFLING ERROR.
BY PROFESSOR COLEMAN.
" The houfis always conical."&mdash;Prof. Colematt’s
Book, 1802.
" I cannot see that the hoof is a cylinder. The
hoof is a cone."&mdash;Prof. Coleman’s Lectures, 1828.
" IN describing this part of the hoof (the
wall), we have, in compliance with first im-
pressions, and customary habit, considered
it as conical. It would not be right to quit
this subject without observing, that this
notion is by no means correct ; much use in
handling the hoof has taught us otherwise,
though we have been cautious in stating it
at once, for it is our wish to make these re-
marks intelligible to every class of readers;
so that we studiously avoid the use of the
technical phraseology of the art, so equally
we would desire to avoid the use of terms
belonging to other sciences, that are not in
use in these arts. There appears, however,
no other source of communicating our ideas,
than by sacrificing our wishes in this re-
spect ; for the sciences are so interwoven,
that they cannot be understood sometimes
but by each other’s aid, and to leave incor.
rect ideas would be more culpable than such
a step. The figure of this part of the
horse’s hoof, then, is truly a cylinder, very
obliquely truncated ; its truncated extre-
mity brought to the ground. To show this
distinctly, I exhibited formerly, in some
discourses I gave on this subject, a cylinder
of brown paper, and this I cut obliquely tiil
it gave the figure of the hoof of any slope in
front ; so that at a distance it could not be
known from the actual hoof. It is also
readily seen by placing one limb of a car-
penter’s square beneath the foot across the
quarters, then sloping the other limb back-
wards against the quarter, parallel to the
front, when the edge of the iron would be
found parallel to the side of the hoof. In
many feet there is, however, a very small
spread downwards, but less than could be
imagined from a transient view of the foot.
This understood, will lead the sculptor and
veterinarian to a more just conception of the
figure of this part : it is, indced, its cylin.
drical form that causes the back line of the
hoof at the heels to slope in the same course
as the front line of the toe:’-Vide Mr. B.
Clark’s work on the Foot and Shoeing,
p. 20.
The Reader will recognise at a glance the
extraordinary aptitude and felicity of Mr.
Clark’s illustration, and also the 1rofessor’s
glaring’ ignorance, in giving it a conical
form. The fibres of the hoof, it may be ob-
served, are running parallel from the coro
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net to the base : now there can be no pa-
rallel lines in a cone ; they must diverge
from a point, otherwise it is no cone at all.
To obtain a knowledge of such an or-
gan as the horse’s fcot, it is of importance,
and even of necessity, that we should have
a correct notion of its general Figure; and it
is not too much to say, on looking at the
diagrams, that any man who can entertain the
idea that the hoof is a cone, or any part of
one, can have no true knowledge of its real
structure ; and such is, unfortunately, the
case with Mr. Coleman. But it is not of
the mistake only that we complain, it was
an universal one until Mr. Clark published
his discoveries; and Mr. Coleman, no doubt,
received this error with many others, when
he stepped from the medical profession to
the veterinary chair, and quitted the pestle
and mortar for the hammer and pincers ;
but why, when fifteen years ago its cylin-
drical form was made manifest, does he con-
tinue to teach the pupils that the hoof is a
cone, and even sturdily assert that Mr.
Clark is wrong, against such palpable evi-
dence ? We must admit, that the Profes-
sor is fully borne out by his own case,
in stating that surgeons do not always suc-
ceed in the veterinary art.
Is it worthy a man of science, to reject
such a beautiful illustration, because it is
the discovery of another 1 Or, rather, does
he not refuse to admit the truth of one of
Mr. Clark’s doctrines, lest the remainder
should follow, to the defeat and rejection of
his own? Professor Coleman, your con-
duct is unworthy of the gentlemen whom
you are appointed to teach !
WESTMINSTER MEDICAL SOCIETY.
5th January, 1828.
DR. ROBERT LEE commenced the busi-
ness of the evening by reading to the so-ciety a communication on the best method
of accomplishing delivery in presentations
of the superior extremities, where turning
is unadnsable or impracticable."
He stated in a very clear and forcible
manner the fatal effects which often result
from long-continued and violent efforts to
turn, where the liquor amnii has been eva-
cuated for many hours, and the uterus has
been contracting strongly around the body
of the child. In four cases which he re-
lated, where blood-letting and opium had
failed to control the inordinate contrac-
tions of the uterus, and where rupture or
dangerous contusion of the soft parts of the
mother were obviously threatened by a con-
tinuance of the labour, he delivered by
extracting the child double, as in sponta.
neous evolution of the faetus. This manner
of accomplishing delivery in these cases, he
particularly described, and represented as
both easier and safer than that of separat-
ing the head from the body, as lately recom-
mended by Dr. D. Davis in his Elements ofoperative Midwifery.
Dr. LEE, in conclusion, begged to cautionthe members of the Society from supposing
that he wished to abandon the common ope-
ration of turning, wherever a reasonable
hope existed of saving the child’s life and
that of the mother.
In the discussion which ensued, Mr.
Jewell, Dr. Barry, Mr. Mackelcan, severally
spoke, but nothing material transpired.
Mr. MACKELCAN then read an essay on
mediate auscultation, showing the apldlica-
bility of this diagnostic means to various
diseases.
Mr. Bennett and other members were pro,
and Dr. Gregory, with Dr. A. T. Thomson,
were contra. The discussion will be renewed
at the next meeting.
WRIST-DROP OF PAINTERS.
To the Editou of THE LANCET.
Sm-As I am informed that I did not
make myself perfectly understood by some
gentlemen, at the last meeting of the West-
minster Medical Society, I beg to add the
following explanation of an invention re-
ferred to in the debate of Saturday evening;
and,if you deem it worthy of a place in yoi,r
widely-circulated Journal, it will contribute
to make the invention known not only to
the members of the profession, but to those
who are still more interested than medical
men in its general adoption.
Mr. Woodman, of Piccadi’tly, has taken
out a patent for a painting brush, having a
reservoir at the upper end, which, when
filled with paint, acts as a counterpoise to
